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REMARKS 



Applicants hereby request a pre-appeal brief review (hereinafter "request") of the claims 
finally rejected in the final office action mailed April 30, 2006. The request is provided herewith 
in accordance with the rules set out in the OG dated July 12, 2005. The request is needed because 
the rejections are clearly in error. 

Applicants first address the rejection of claim 1 . The examiner rejects claim 1 as 

anticipated by Marks, et a/., An Entity Model that Enables Privilege Tracking Across Multiple 

Terminals , U.S. Patent Application Publication 2002/0010768 (January 24, 2002). This rejection 

is clearly in error. The examiner states that: 

As per claims 1,18 and 27, Marks taught the invention as claimed 
comprising: 

Creating a particular configuration file (user profile) for each user of a 
network, wherein each configuration file contains a list of the network 
resources that a user may access (page 4, paragraph 47); 

receiving a user identification at a client (page 4, paragraph 45); 

initiating a resource attachment program in response to receiving the user 
identification (page 4, paragraphs 46 and 47) (i.e., the middleware server 
queries the user database to determine a user profile for the user in 
response to receiving the user identification); 

matching, using the resource attachment program, the user identification 
with a configuration file associated with the user identification (page 4, 
paragraph 47); and 

attaching, using the resource attachment program, network resources to 
the client based on the list contained in the configuration file associated 
with the user identification (page 5, paragraph 51). 

Final office action of April 3, 2006, pp. 3-4. 

A prior art reference anticipates the claimed invention under 35 U.S.C. § 102 only if 

every element of a claimed invention is identically shown in that single reference, arranged as 

they are in the claims. In re Bond, 910 F.2d 831, 832, 15 U.S.P.Q.2d 1566, 1567 (Fed. Cir. 

1990). Claim 1, in its current form, is as follows: 

1 . A method for managing resources in a computer network, 
comprising: 

creating a particular configuration file for each user of a network, 
wherein each configuration file contains a list of the network resources 
that a user may access; 

receiving a user identification at a client; 



Page 2 of 4 
Pratt et al. -09/726,266 



initiating a resource attachment program in response to receiving 
the user identification; 

matching, using the resource attachment program, the user 
identification with a configuration file associated with the user 
identification; and 

attaching, using the resource attachment program, network 
resources to the client based on the list contained in the configuration file 
associated with the user identification. 

Marks does not anticipate claim 1 because Marks does not teach the claimed feature of 

"creating a particular configuration file for each user of a network," as claimed. The examiner' 

asserts otherwise, citing Marks as follows:- 

[0047] User privileges are determined at 520. In one embodiment, a 
middleware server in a network operations center queries the user 
database in the network operations center to determine a user profile for v 
the user. The user profile includes the class of user and a set of user 
privileges and settings (e.g., application licenses, bookmarks, file access 
privileges, network access privileges, limited access to specific Web 
pages defined by specific URL allow and deny lists) for the user. The 
middleware server and/or the user database can be replicated to a local 
network. 

Marks, paragraph 0047 (emphasis supplied). 

This portion of Marks teaches a method of determining user privileges. In this example, 
Marks states that a server queries a user database to determine a user profile for the user. The 
user profile contains information regarding the user, including privileges and settings. 

However, on its face Marks fails to teach the feature of claim 1 of "creating a particular 
configuration file for each user of a network." Instead, Marks teaches that user information is 
stored in a user database. If and when a user attempts login, then a user profile is generated for 
the user. However, a particular configuration file is not created for each user of a network, as 
claimed. 

For this reason, Marks does not teach all of the features of claim 1 . Accordingly, Marks 
does not anticipate claim 1 . 

The remaining rejections all rely on the assertion that Marks teaches this claimed feature. 
Certainly, the examiner does not assert that any of the secondary references in the obviousness 
rejections teach or suggest this claimed feature. By stating that user profiles are stored in a 
database, Marks actually teaches away from this claimed feature. For this reason, the proposed 
combinations, when considered together as whole entities, do not teach or suggest all of the 
features of the claims. Thus, the remaining rejections are also all clearly in error. 
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Applicants request that the pre-appeal conference panel withdraw the rejections because 
the rejections are clearly in error. Additionally, Applicants request that the pre-appeal conference 
panel direct that the claims be allowed. 

The pre-appeal brief conference panel is invited to call the undersigned at the below- 
listed telephone number if in the opinion of the panel such a telephone conference would expedite 
or aid the prosecution and examination of this application. 



DATE: June 29, 2006 Respectfully submitted, 




Theodor/D. Fay III 
Reg. No 48,504 
Yee & Associates, P.C. 
P.O. Box 802333 
Dallas, TX 75380 
(972) 385-8777 
Attorney for Applicants 
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